APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
(J.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: VLand PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Intersectionn of Routes 19 and 59, Streamwood, Cook
County, illinois

FILE NUMBER: 200400756 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [_] Office JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action, (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

1 There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[] There are waters of the United States on the project site,

BJ There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[l There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1}}

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent” { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a){(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g.. intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.
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Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: STREAMWOOD.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: STREAMWOQD, HA 203.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: STREAMWOOD, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information;

O0C0O0O0ORKXKNK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above);

Wetland 3 flows into Poplar Creek and is under the jurisdiction of this office. Wetlands 1, 2, 4, and 3 are isolated depressions
and not under the jurisdiction of this office.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

clear, natural line impressed on the bank [J  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
{1 the presence of litter and debris 1 shelving
[] changes in the character of soil [] other

X  wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

] Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[1 Area under consideration is not likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ ] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[C] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[l This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: Ql uﬁ”dAl :;I(ih” I] Date: V:éf/&,éf-
O

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Maplfal (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

Approved by: Date:

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S, by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent,



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK

COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

MSTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 2004006796
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Kathy Chernich Date: 28, April 2005

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office

At the project site Y

(Y/N)
(Y/N)

Date:
Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres);
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:
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"Check appropriate hoxes that best describe type of isolated, nen-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Qccur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by X (] O ] O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that X ] O O [l
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O | | [X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] [ml ] (] ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply te onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved

OPITEONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NID (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce

connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. oceurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISNCTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Aspen Partners, LLC PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Vernon Hills
FILE NUMBER: 200500033 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330}. An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

[ There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

B There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[ The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

] The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

DA The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

B The presence of wettands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

[1 The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

[ Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: .

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: WHEELING, HA 71.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WHEELING, 1993,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: WHEELING, 1928.
U. 8. Geelogical Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Lake County 1939, 2000, & 2004 PhotoMapper 2001, 2002, & 2004
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on: November 2, 2004

Other information:

OXKKOXKRXCO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands D & F (as labeled in supplied delineation report) have a
hydrologic connection to Seavey Ditch through the piped unamed tributary running to the south of the property. Seavey Ditch
flows via Indian Creek to the Des Plaines River, a navigable water of the United States below Hoffman Dam. Therefore
wetlands D & F are also waters of the United States under the jursidiction of the Department of the Army. Wetlands A, B, C, &
E are not hydrologicly connected to the piped tributary of Seavey ditch and have no known connection to another navigable water
of teh United States and are therefore not under the jurisdiction of the Department of the Army.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [Cidestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [Oshelving
[7] changes in the character of soit [ other

[X] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)}(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[X] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated July 8, 2004, prepared by Tierra Ecological Consultants.
[] This office does not confirm your wettand boundary

Recommended by: Date:

Approved by: Date: j W

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and eriteria established in the Corps Wetland Dclmcatlon Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
cccurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric scils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described i the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200500033
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Michael Murphy Date: 04/28/2005

@N) Date: 04282005
@/N) Date: 11022004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office
At the project site

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 14 29.7789, 87 58 24.9984
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 26 acres

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Seavey Ditch/Indian Creek/Des Plaines
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Other water (identify type)

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O ] X | ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that D )] B O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? a ] a X O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] | O =} [l

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resonrce area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISHCTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Ryland Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Liberty Street, Village of Aurora, DuPage County, 1l
FILE NUMBER: 200500443 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office []Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

U] There are no waters on the project site.

B There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters an the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[0 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighbaring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams {including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.
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Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: NAPERVILLE.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: NAPERVILLE, HA 154.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: NAPERVILLE, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):April 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:
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Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wabaunsee Creek runs west of the project site, however the
wetlands that are within the project site are not hydrologicaly connected, therefore they are isolated.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [shelving
[] changes in the character of soil [ other

(] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
[] Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a}(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(2)(7)
[ ] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) {attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.
Recommended by: - S ] Date: - b O3

Approved by: Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S, ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500443

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: April 26, 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: April 25, 2005
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: IMlinois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-46-1.1940 & 88-12-53.7274

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 47 acres

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River Watershed
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L | L | Ll | 0 ]
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Sandflat 0 ] L | L ] L |
Wetlands [ ] O ] 1 [ ]
Slough ] | | U LJ L | ]
Prairie pothole ] ] ] ] [l ] [l ]
Wet meadow ] ] ] ] ] | ] (]
Playa lake | | LI Ll L Ol g L]
Vernal pool 'l '] O [ [l O O 0
Natural pond U L] L] L] (] g (] (]
Other water (identify type) O )] ] O O O | |

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors'; If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected hy O O O |
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O M| ] X
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [ [ O ]
Is used to irrigate crops soid in interstate commerce? 1 | J O

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Arimy Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Mr. Jan Senko PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 14389 Andover Road In Wadsworth, Lake County,
Illinois (Section 26, T46N, R11E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500593 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office [ Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. {33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

[ There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

(] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[} The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)}(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (2)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

oo O 004

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory;
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U, S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: March 31, 2005

Other information:

OXROOO00O00O0a

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The one wetland identified on the subject property extends offsite
to the east and receives hydrotogy from the southwest. A hydrologic connection to a navigable water could not be identified.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [TIshelving
] changes in the character of soil [J other

[] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a}(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictionat under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
Recommended by: A _MTTCHEELA ISOE Date:

Chief, Regulato W
Approved by: ’ 9 ry BranCh Date:
"Wettands are identified and delineated using the methads and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delinefition Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,

occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrelogy). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lJands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500593

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: April 27, 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: April 27, 2005
At the project site (Y/N) Date: March 31, 2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -25-57.7061 87 -54-36.6698

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 1

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resonrce’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5 ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ae Linear Unknown

feet

Lake 0 [ 1 3 L] ] (1 [
River Ll L] L] 0] ] L] L] U
Stream [l L] L] Ll {] L] L] L]
Dry Wash L] [ L] J L] [l L L]
Mudfiat O O O L 0 L] [] Ll
Sandflat D D D D I:] D D D
Wetlands X [} [l ] [] [l 1 (1]
Slough O L] U Ll L ] L LJ
Prairie pothole 7 D O ] ] ] ] ]
Wet meadow ] ] O O ] O d ]
Playa lake L] O] ] Ol O] [] U L]
Vernal pool ] O ] ] g ] [ O
Natural pand O O ] O M ] ] 3
Other water (identify type) O OdJ O ] g O O ]

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Qccur Oceor Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [ O X ] O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] O X ] O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [ [} ] [54] [H]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] = ] | 8]

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to ensite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aguatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: John Stangret PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Long Grove/Indian Creek
FILE NUMBER: 200500486 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. {33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

(] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[J The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a}(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands"). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a){(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mucdflats,
sandfiats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

oo 0O god

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: .

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: LAKE ZURICH, HA 208.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.

U. 8. Geelogical Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: LAKE ZURICH, 1993,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: LAKE ZURICH, 1960.
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: GRAYSLAKE; 1920.
Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on: March 31, 2005

Other information:

OXMX XXX XX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any baxes checked above): The wetland on the lot has no hydrologic connection to a navigable
water of the United States and is therefore not under the jurisdiction of the Department of the Army

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [shelving

[ changes in the character of soil ] other

[ ] wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

] Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4)} through 328.3(a¥7)
BDd Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a}(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

I:] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
Recommended by{ )R "5““ Al S";l“l l l Date: L?W }
Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S, ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500486

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Michael Murphy Date: 04/26/2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office /N)  Date: 04/26/2005
At the project site N)  Date: 03/31/2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 421251.4236,88012.3473
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 3/4 acre

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines River/Indian Creek

SITE CONDITIONS:
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feet

Type of aquatic resource’ > 50 ae

Lake
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Mudflat
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Prairie pothole

Wet meadow
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Yernal pool

Natural pond
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Other water (identify type)

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and hest estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors’: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] O X ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O X ] W]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? 0 ] [l [] [l
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? {] ] Ll \—g ]

ICheck appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
raticnale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Forever Construction PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Waukegan River/Lake Michigan
FILE NUMBER: 200500457 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office BJFicld

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

] There are no waters on the project site.

There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination;

B There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[J The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ¢bb and flow of the tide {i.e., navigable waters
of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 {a)}(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent” { bordering, contiguous, ot neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

OO0 O 000

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: .

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas; WAUKEGAN, HA 234,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WAUKEGAN, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: WAUKEGAN, 1960.
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

Aerials (Name & Date):Lake County 1939, 2000, & 2004; PhotoMapper 2001, 2002, & 2004
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on: February 3, 2003

Other information:

DXXXOXXRKC

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland on site has no hydrologic connection to a navigable
water of the United States and is therefore not under the jurisdiction of the Department of the Army.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank {[Tldestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris [shelving

[ changes in the character of soil [ other

{1 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

Bd Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}(7)
(X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale)

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
B ‘This office does not conﬁr‘mdour wetland boundary

Recommended by: RIGINAL SIGNED o 3
Approved by: Date: / ﬁ @/%/O >

"Wettands are identified and delineated using the methods and eriteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation{ilanual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET -
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER:

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Michael Murphy Date: 4/25/2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMFLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 4/25/2005
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 2/3/2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: IMinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 24 24.7960, 87 51 26.0763

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 1/2 acre

Name of waterway or watershed: Waukegan River/Lake Michigan
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac >80 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L L L L L] ] U |
River ] | UJ Cl ] | 0] |
Stream (] U] Ll ] | U £l L]
Dry Wash [] [] L] £l {1 L] L1 L]
Mudflat [] L L] L | L L] ]
Sandfiat O O 10 g O O 0 0
Wetlands X 0O 10 10 O 0 0 m
Slough 1 [ (] C] O [ L] Ll
Prairie pothole O ] ] ] L O ] O
Wet meadow ] ] ] M 3 ] O [
Playa lake ] U L3 L Ll L] L ]
Vernal pool 0 0 L N ] | ] O
Natural pond (] ] O O ] [l ] ]
Other water (identify type) ] D | ] ] ] | M

'Check approprizate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O X ] ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O X [ O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? | O Ll X O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O O O X [

1Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicage District

APPLICANT: Tom Schreiner PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY : Parcel located east of Galligan Road and south of
Binnie Road in Rutland Township, Kane County, Illinois (S 1/2 of Section 13, T42N R7E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500237 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: & Office [_]Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JI) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

] There are no waters on the project site.

] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

B4 There are waters of the United States on the project site.

] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

1 The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

}X] The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

(<] The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}7))

[[] The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,

sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

[0 Other:

[] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed
U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ELGIN.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ELGIN, HA 147.
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ELGIN, 1992.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): USGS, April 10, 2002
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY
Site Visit Conducted on: a site visit was conducted for a portion of this property by Jaimee Hammit on 2
occasions, so there was no need for a 3¢ site visit
BJ Other information: FEMA FIRM Map, Routine Wetland Delineation Report, dated December 13, 2004, prepared
by ENCAP, Inc.

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 and Farmed Wetland 1 have a surface water tributary
system connection to an unnamed tributary of the Kishwaukee River and are therefore under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers. Farmed Wetland 2 is isolated and not under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

REXOOXRKK

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[l clear, natural line impressed on the bank [[] destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[[] changes in the character of soils [0 other

X wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
[J Unable to cenfirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by . )
{1 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary. ) / /
-~ o= ; - J —
Recommended by: ( ] l Q"NA_ Date: L{ Z 5 —
AR IR ) _%‘I‘G‘N‘EB— 1 i
Approved by: Date:

'"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) {i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wettands on agriculwral lands may vary
from methods described in the Comps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500237

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 04/25/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 04/25/05
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: 1llinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Lat: 42-7-1, Lon: 88-22-13

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 150

Name of waterway or watershed: unnamed tributary/Kishwaukee River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac I-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50ac | >S0ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake ] Ll ] ] [ ] ] L] L]
River U M| | ] L | | U
Stream M| ] U LJ LJ | | O
Dry Wash U U U ] U U | Ll
Mudflat L] L] [ ] L] [ L ]
Sandflat ] ] ] ] ] ] O
Wetlands (] 1 [ ] ] 18] !
Slough £ ] ] L] [ L] L L
Prairie pothole L] [ £l L [l L] L] U
Wet meadow O [ ] | ] ] ] ]
Playa lake O ] ] O ] [ [] [
Yernal pool ] ] ] J ] ] | ]
Natural pond ] L] L] L] ] (] 1 O
Other water (identify type) O O ] O O O O [

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Qcecur Qceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [:I E]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that [l D |:] D X
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [ L [ & ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O [ [ X ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best deseribe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isclated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Patricia Brummel/Schwickert Family Partnership PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 120-acre parcel
located north of Hankes Road and west of Deerpath Road in unincorporated Aurora, Kane County, Illinois (SW 1/4 of Section 12
and NW 1/4 of Section 13, T38N R7E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500124 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Bused on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

U< There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[ There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
[d The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S5.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
[d The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))
0 The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(7))
X The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandfluts, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
[] Other:
[ Secction 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: SUGAR GROVE.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: SUGAR GROVE, HA 227.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: SUGAR GROVE, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): USGS, April 10, 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: j[cAZ.C~

Site Visit Conducted on: February 17, 20035 by Jaimee W. Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information:

e O O i

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The farmed wetland identified on the subject property by the NRCS
(identified in the RAI report as Farmed Wetland 1) is isolated and not under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of
Engincers.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

(]  clear, natural line impressed on the bank [0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris ] shelving
[] changes in the character of soils 0 other:

[0  wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
[] Unuble to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[¥] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

(] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[ 7his office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[ imis office does not confirm your wetland boundary.
—_—> <~ﬂ._ — L I's
Recommended by: — Date: } 2 [ /\) S

/ I}
Approved hy: — = Date: éf/ 20"‘/&6'—

"Wetlands arc identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) {i.e.,
occurrence ol hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods deseribed in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (L987).

? Wetlands scparated from other waters of the U.8. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTENG FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500124

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office
At the project site
PROJECT LLOCATION INFORMATION:

Stale:

County:

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):

Date: 4/21/05

(Y/N) Date: 4/21/05
(Y/N) Date: 2/17/05
linois
Kane

Lat: 41-47-7, Lon: 88-23-19
120

Name of waterway or watershed: Lake Run/Fox River

SITE CONDITIONS:
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Other » 1er (identily type)
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1Check 1 ipropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdicr -nal aquatic resource area.

Migrainry Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Qccur Occur Determination
Is or wor'd be used as habitat for birds protected by O |
Migrar- v Bird Treaties?
Is or wold be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O [} O O X
cross state lines?
Is or wonld be uscd as habitat for endangered species? [ O 0 X ]
Is nsed o irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? | O |l [ U

'Check . propriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

non-navicible, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
ration:!e used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce

conneons; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Immanuel Lutheran Church PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Crystal Lake, McHenry, Co.
FILE NUMBER: 200500441 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office BJField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD)}For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved ID is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2). An approved JD is an appealable action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

B There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

"] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including ail waters which are subject to the ¢bb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable
waters of the U.S.} (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1})

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway,

00 X OoOo 0d

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: CRYSTAL LAKE.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. §. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: CRYSTAL LAKE, 1992,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: March 17, 2005

Other information:

OXXXOOXME

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): One isolated wetland is located in the southwest portion of the
property. Wetlands with no traceable hydrologic connection to a navigable waterway are not regulated by the Department of the
Army.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural line impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris ]  shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil [0 other:
[ wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

BXJ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictiona! under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[0 Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ) rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[} This office cencurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
B This office does not confirm youriuand boundary

Recommended by: TT— Date: LI' )9' !{O 5
Approved by: S - Date: b e TP

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (ie.,
nceurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

——

2 Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK

COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500441
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss

Date: 4/21/05

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 3/17/05
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Mlinois

McHenry

42-13-50.9233, 88-19-5.8362
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Other water (identify type)

NENsAEREEEEEEE

"Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors": If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Abie To Make
to Occur QOccur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by & O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | B O O O ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] Ol ] X ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] O E ﬁ

1Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

non-navigable, intra-state aguatic resource area,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD), including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce

connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Archdiocese of Joliet PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northeast of the Intersection of U.S. Route 6
Tyron Sireet in Channahon, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200500270 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [_Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD} (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[X] There are no waters on the project site.

7] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

["1 There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

X There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[C] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use fo transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.} (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1}))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 O 0Ood

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory; CHANNAHON,
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: CHANNAHON, 362,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: CHANNAHON, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Channahon, 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

<] Other information: NRCS Certified Wetland Determination

OOROOXKKKX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): There are no wetlands located on the subject property.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[l the presence of litter and debris [] shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil O other:
[0 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

7] Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2). or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)}(7)
[} Arca under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[J This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: __ S - Date: /2,@ Q,&@LO'\)_—'

Approved by: — 5 — Date: 2= T2 o8

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Jacobs Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: West Of Weiland Road And South Of Aptakisic Road
In Buffalo Grove, Lake County, Illinois (Section 28, T43N, R11E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500461 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office [_]Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[7] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[ There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[J The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands"). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adja(:ent2 ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

O O Ood

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WHEELING, 1993.
U. 8. Geelogical Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date): 2000

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

HOOXRXOO
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Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1, 2, and 3, as referenced in your delineation report, do not
exhibit a hydrologic connection to a navigable water and are therefore not under the jurisdiction of this office.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [Cldestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litier and debris [Cshelving
[ changes in the character of soil [ other

[ wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}(7)
X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[0 Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by

This office does not confi tland bound '
O is office does not confirm your wetland boundary \Z/ //4..—— /& —~
= Date: / 2 y S

Recommended by:

Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500461

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: April 14, 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office y (Y/N) Date: April 14, 2005
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: IHinois
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -10-54.8142 87 -37-4.0619
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 8.4
Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines

SITE CONDITIONS:
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Other water (identify type)

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area,

Migratory Bird Rule Factors™: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes Neo Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Oceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by LJ ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] | | Od ]
cross state lines?
Ts or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] 0 B ]
Is nsed to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] O J 4] ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aguatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [J Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 ~
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Mr. Dennis Bucalo PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: North Of Brandt Road, West Of IL Route 39
Near Barrington, Lake County, Illinois (Section 26 , T43N, R9E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500317 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office XIField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

B There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

(] There are both watets of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

X There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[J The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighbering) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

OO O 000

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. 8. Geologica! Survey 7.5 Minute Tepographic Maps: BARRINGTON, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8. Geelogical Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrials (Name & Date); 2000

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: March 22, 2005

Other information:

OXROROOXXON

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The one wetland identified in the submitted materials was part of a
larger offsite wetland and did not have an identifiable hydrolegical connection to a navigable water.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[7] the presence of titter and debris shelving
[] changes in the character of soil [] other

1 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
D Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional undet pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ) rationale)

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[J This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
{T] This office does not confirm your wetland bo ndary

Recommended by: %/{7 / ﬂ Date: L/
Approved by: w/&] l /[ (’Q/ Date: ‘ /Z)— 05

"Wetlands are identified andéneated using the mcthods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delinegtion Man(al (87 Manual) (i.e.,

occurrence of hydrophytic v¢gftation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology}. Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in (¢ Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200500317

REGULATOQRY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: April 13, 2005

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office y (Y/N) Date: April 13, 2005

At the project sitey (Y/N} Date: March 22, 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -10-14.7985 88 -8-33.8733

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 8.5 Acres

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resonrce’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake Cl 0 ] L] L L L L
River L] L} L] L] ! U | L]
Stream L] L £ L] Ll L] | L]
Dry Wash L] L] L] L] L1 L] L U
Mudflat L ] £l | [ £l L L]
Sandflat LJ L] L] [ | 0 [ L]
Wetlands [ O ] O 124 [ [ 1
Slough 0 0 U [ M| ] | L
Prairie pothole |:| O ] O ] '] O ]
Wet meadow O O ] W (] ] U] ]
Playa lake L L [ L L L 0l Ll
Vernal pool J ] |l ] ] ] O O
Natural pend [l ] ] ] M 1 ] |
Other water (identify type) ] ] ] ] 'l | ] U

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area,

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': 1f Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Oceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O :] [ [ O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that [ ] & O ]
eross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O ] [ [}
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] J [ E L]

"Check approepriate boxes that best describe potential for applicabitity of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [{

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Bryn Mawr Corp. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Crystal Lake, McHenry Co., IL
FILE NUMBER: 200500345 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD)(For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2). An approved JD is an appealable action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[J There are no waters on the project site.

I There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site,

L1 There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[J There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the praject site.

The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.¢., navigable
waters of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X 0040 00

Information Reviewed
[X] U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MCHENRY.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas; .
USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. 8. Geologica! Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: MCHENRY, 1992,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
U. S. Geological Survey 13 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 2002
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY ..
Site Visit Conducted on: February 4, 2005
Other information:

RONRXK

OXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland along the ComEd Easement, as depicted in the
Wetland Assessment Report, dated January 24, 2005, as prepared by Phoenix Environmental, Inc., does not have a hydrologic
connection to a navigable waterway and is not regulated under the Clean Water Act.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
]  clear, natural line impressed on the bank  [[J  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
]  the presence of litier and debris [ shelving
[l changes in the character of soil [C] other
Bd  wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}7)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ raticnale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
B This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

[ —

Recommended by: Date:

Approved by: J - Date: 9{/ S / el M

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

% Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500345
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office

At the project site Y (Y/N)

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):

Date:

4/5/05

(Y/N) Date:
Date: 2/4/05

Iinois

McHenry

42-15-8.3189, 88-20-59.7758
10

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDTIONS:

Fox

0-1 ac 1-3 ac

w
th
1
bl
]
i
-

Type of aquatic resource’ -5 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear

feet

5
1
:

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

¥Yernal pool

Natural pond

OOCOoOOOOoOoOOO0
OOOOOCOROOCOOO0,
OOOOOOOCOOCCO0O0O
0000000000000
O0O0OOO00C00C00
COOCOOO000000E0
OOCCCOCOOOCcOC00

Other water (idenftify type)

OO0OOCOOCOOOOO0Oc

ICheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, infra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by X O O |
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ™ Il O O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [] | T] =] ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? D [ O & 1

Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

non-gavigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [[] Or Approved

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —

rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate com
connections; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):

merce




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: SOS Children's Village PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northwest of Intersection of Bruce
Road and Oak Avenue in Lockport, Will County, Iilinois
FILE NUMBER: 200400430 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Otfice [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JI¥) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

DX There are no waters on the project site.

[] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

B There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.§.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(2)

[ The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

[] The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring} to interstate or other waters of the US,
0

tl

O

except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)d(7))
The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams}), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
Other:
[J Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: JOLIET.
U. §. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: JOLIET, 89.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. §. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: JOLIET, 1993.
U. §. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Lockport, 1986

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: March 24, 2005

Other information:

OXOXOOXRKXRX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 1-6 are isolated and therefore not jurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural line impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris O shelving
O changes in the character of soil O other
[0 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

ﬁ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)}(7)
™4 Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
{T] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[ ] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: ) - Date: 3O ?2762/’— oS

Approved by: — \.J\ -k Date: (f/ A7 o o~ 3

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural kands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manuai (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Emie Banks PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northwest of Intersection of Bruce Road and
Oak Avenue in Lockport, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200400430 FROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: Office JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

& There are no waters on the project site.

[ There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

] 7here are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

BJ There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[(] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the 1.8.) (33 CFR 328.3{a)(1}))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a{2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streamns), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

oo O 0od

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: JOLIET.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas; JOLIET, 89,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Tepographic Maps: JOLIET, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
U. S. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acerials (Name & Date):Lockport, 1986

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: March 24, 2005

Other information:

OXOOXRKXN

4

g

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 1-6 are isolated and therefore not jurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
O clear, natural line impressed on the bank ]  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litier and debris [] shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil [ other:
O wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(2)(7)
BJ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: “_'S l Date: __( Qf}t’ (O’

Approved by: —— N — Date: br p P -

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (..,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric seils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Deer Point Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Church St. and Rte. 20, McHenry Co.
FILE NUMBER: 200500369 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office EField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD)For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2). An approved JD is an appealable action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[[] There are no waters on the project site.

There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[(] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination;

There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.¢., navigable
waters of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands"). (33 CFR 328.3 @02

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudfiats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X 0o 00

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MARENGO SOUTH.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: MARENGO SOUTH, HA 463.

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: MARENGO SOUTH, 1968.
U. 8. Geelogical Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY ..

Site Visit Conducted on:  February 28, 2005

Other information: FEMA Firm Map

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Referencing the Wetland Delineation Report dated September 14,
2004, as prepared by Hey and Associates, Inc., Wetland Areas 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and the farmed wetland in the northeastern portion
of the property do not exhibit a surface water connection to a navigable waterbody. These areas are not jurisdictional under
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.

RKIX

>

RKXXCC

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
O clear, natural line impressed on the bank O destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [] shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil [0 other:
[0 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a}{2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
"] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]
Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
BQ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: R Date:
Approved by: — _,(\ — Date: C[‘/ R

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.8. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: ARC Design Resources, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Route 64 and Bloomingdale Road,
Glendale Heights, DuPage County

FILE NUMBER: 200401154 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office DJField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site,

[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

(] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[J The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1)}

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X OO0

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: LOMBARD.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: LOMBARD, HA 143.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: LOMBARD, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: March 15, 2005

Other information:

OXXROOOXKKEK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland area within the project site flows into storm sewer. No
hydrological connection observed, therefore the wetland is isolated.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[] clear, natural line impressed on the bank [destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [shelving
(] changes in the character of soil [ other

(] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

] Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1}, 328.3(2)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}(7)
[} Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
£] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[l This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[1 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: - 5 - Date: C— (2 —ag

Approved by: Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology}. Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200401154

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: April 12, 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office ) Date: April 12, 2005
At the project site (Y/N) Date: March 15, 2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ninois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-54-11.6345 & 88-4-51.8858

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 1.65

Name of waterway or watershed: West Branch DuPage River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5 ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L] L] L] | | ] Ll |
River 0 L L] L | Cl £l |
Stream L] L L [ L L] ] [
Dry Wash L] L] L] L] L] [] L] L
Mudflat 0 | [ | | ] L] |
Sandflat L L L | L 0 [ |
Wetlands & O [l O M J O M
Slough | Ll L ] ] L [l O
Prairie pothole O 1 ] [l ] [l 0 E]
Wet meadow W] [ O ] ] ] L] ]
Playa lake ] ] O ] Fl ] [l
Vernal pool ] O] O ] ] |l ] O]
Natural pond ] [ ] OJ ] [ O ]
Other water (identify type) | | O ' O O ] O

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Qceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O M| ] M)
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O ] O O by
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? )] O (] O X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] ] [} m M

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved D

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Jennifer Nichols PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southwest of the Intersection of Fox Street
and Copperfield Avenue in Joliet, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200500330 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: Office [ |Fieid

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

{X] There are no waters on the project site.

] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site,

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

1 There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

D] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site,

[C] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5})

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7)}

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

OO O 0Cod

Information Reviewed

U, S, Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: JOLIET.
U. 8. Geeclogical Survey Hydrologic Atlas: JOLIET, §9.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: JOLIET, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
U. S. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Joliet, 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

X

AP

OO0OXROIOMXM

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): There are no jurisdictional areas located on the subject property.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 318 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural line impressed onthe bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[1 the presence of litter and debris [] shelving
O changes in the character of soil [0 other:
[J wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
(] Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a){1), 328.3(a)2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[C] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
Ml Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[0 Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) lattach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
L
Recommended by: - L Date: /2 0(/’@4 @) S/-
Approved by: —J = Date: /! 2 A rm2 _° '

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Carlson Construction PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: West Of Lakeside Road And North Of
Westmoreland Drive In Vernon Hills, Lake County, Illinois (Section 7, T43N, R11E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500343 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office [Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

(1 There are no waters on the project site.

] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site,

[[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[ There are hoth waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[ There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[J The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide {i.c., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a}2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US, (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(7)

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

O0o O O0oc

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WHEELING, 1993,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8. Geelogical Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date): 2000

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: March 29, 2005

Other information:

OXOXOOXXOO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): During a March 29, 2005 field visit our office identified one
wetland on the project site. This small, low quality wetland was contiguous with a pond that had no identifiable outlet.
Therefere this wetland is considered isolated and not subject to federal regulation.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329);
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[] clear, natural line impressed on the bank [Cdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [shelving

[J changes in the character of seil [ other

[] wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)}(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)}(7)
[] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rute criteria

[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[C] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: T 6 —_ Date: (71/// / J {

Approved by: Date:

'"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S, SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500343

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: April 11, 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office y (Y/N) Date: 11 Apr 2005

At the project sitey (Y/N) Date: 29 Mar 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -13-12.7617 87 -59-4.5540

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 0.5

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac >50ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake [ L [ Ll {] ] (] U
River L] gJ ] [ L] 0 L} |
Stream ] 1 gl L] L 0] 0J 1
Dry Wash [ (] B [ J | L] ]
Mudflat L] | L L] L] | {1 U
Sandflat [ [ L] ] L ] L L]
Wetlands X O (] ] O ] 1 O
Stough L] L LJ L] L] | ] L]
Prairie pothole ] ] ] E] |:| L] L] D
Wet meadow ] O ] ] ] ] O ]
Playa lake il ] [ | ] O O
Vernal pool ] [ J [ [l | |
Natural pond O | ] ] [ | (] ]
Other water (identify type) 0 ] |:l ] O I ] O

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aqusatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Qccur Determination
15 or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [H] ] X O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O 1| [x] ] ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] O ] O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? J ] ] X ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to ansite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aguatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary []  Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S, ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500369
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office

Date: 4/1/05

(Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 2/28/05

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):

INlinois

McHenry

42-10-51.6378, 88-31-1.1306
129

Name of waterway or watershed: Kishwaukee

SITE CONDITIONS:

&
n
-]
-
th
L
=
o
]

Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear

feet

=i
)
=
B
e
2
=)

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandfiat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pend

OOOO0OCOOOO00os
OO0OO0OCOROOOOO0
OO0 OO00000O0a00
OO000O00000OO0OOO0
OOOO000c00000s
OOO00OCOOCO00Oo00
I EEEEE NN

Other water (identify type)

0o O0O00O0OC00

"Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by % O (] ] O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [X O O [ O
¢ross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? | ] ] ] x| ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] O O [ B

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce

connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):






